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October 12, 2003 

cornmlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Cornmunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I nm wrltlng to volce my npposlllon to any FCCmandated adoptlon d "broadcast flag" technology ror dlgltal televlslon As n 
consumer and ctlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bed b r  Innontlon, consumer rlgha. and the ultlmate 
sdoptlon d D N  

A robuft. eompetRbe market b r  conrumer eleetmnkr muet be rooted In manuhcturen' nblltty to l n n m t e  b r  thelr 
cu&mers Allowlng movlc studlos to veto features d D N - m e p t b n  equlpment will enable the ftudlos to tell technologlsh 
what new products they can create Thlr will nault In products thai don't necnmrlly rnfleet what conlumen Ilk me 
actually mnt, and it could result In me belng charged more money b r  Inferlor functlonaltty 

IT the FCC Issues a broadcast ?lag mandam, I would nctually be lam Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more b r  devlcea that llmR my rights at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgltal telwlrbn Thank you b r  your time 

Slncerely, 

KeRh Waclena 
5337 S Hyde Park #205 
thlcago. IL 60615 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Comrmsrioncr Michael J. Copps 
Federal Commumc~hons Comrmrsion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Warhmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnmg to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated ndophon of "broadcast f l d '  technology for diptd 
telenrion. As a consumer and ahzen, I fed strongly that such a policy would be bnd for mnovahon, consumer 
rights, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compemve market for consumer clectrorucr must be rooted m manufacNrerr' awty to movate  for 
their customers. Allowng movie studios to veto features of DTV-recephon equlpment Mu enable the studios to 
tell technolo@st5 what new products they can crsrte. l h s  d reault in products thit don't nacessdy reflect 
what conrumer~ like me acNdy want, and it could result m me bang c h q d  more money for mfenor 
funchondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less liLay to make M rnveshncnt m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I dl not pay more for devices that h t  my n&ts at the behest of Hollyrwood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dptd tclmsion. 'Ihnnk you for your m e .  

Smcerely, 

Jeffrey Eatep 
1056 Kensington Ter. 
Union, NJ 07083 
USA 



October 12, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal tommunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps, 

I am wrnlng to wlce my opposnlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "bmdust f lagU technology tor dlglbsl televlslon As a 
consumer find cklren, I feel strongly that such a polley w u l d  be bad b r  Innowrtkn. consumer rlghb. and the ultlrnate 
adopthn of DTV 

A robust, cornpetltke market for consumer e l e m n l n  must be rootcd In manuhduren' abllky to innovate tor thelr 
customem Allwlng movle studios to veto features d DN-nceptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologl& 
what new products they can create Thb wlll result In products that don't ne-rlly d e d w h a t  consumers llke me 
actually m n t ,  and R could result In me belng charged more money tor Infarlor fundlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a bmadcaat flag mandate, I would actually be lena Ilkely to make i n  lnwstment In DN-capnble receN8ra 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more (or devlcea that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Holly*tood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgttal televlslon Thank you tor your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Rebecca Roblnson 
1522 W tornella Ave 
Waukegan, IL 80085 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrnlng to vnlce my opposltlon to any FCGrnandated adoptlon 0f"brondcast flag" technology for dlgttal televlslon As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such n polley vmuld be bad (or Innovstlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlrnnte 
adoptlon of D W  

A robust, compettlve m a r k t  for consumer elnctmnlc9 must be m d  In manuheturen' ablliy to InnwPte lor thelr 
customen Allowlng mnvle studlos to veto hatumm o( DlV-reeeptbn equlprnent wlll enable the ttudlor to tell technologlm 
what new product$ they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't nemnarlly reflect what consurnera Ilk me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng chargad more money f e r  InTerlortunctlonalny 

Ir the FCC Issues a broadcast rlag mandate, I vmuld actually be lam llkely to make an lnwslment In DN-capable recetvers 
and Mher equlpment I wlll not pay mora lor devlces that llmn my rlghta at tha behest of Hollywood Pleame do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgttal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Alec Berryman 
341 1 Valley Brook Road 
NaShVlll~, TN 37215 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsalon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps, 

I am wrklng to wlce my opposklon to m y  FtCrnandated ndoptlon ol "brondmst flag" teChnOlOgy for dlglhl televlslon AS a 
consumer nnd cklzen, I feel strongly that such s pollcy wauld be bad lor  Innmtbn,  consumer rlghto, snd the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust competkke market for consumer eledronlca must be rooted In rnanuhcturen' abllrry to Innovate b r  thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studloa to veto features ol DN-receptlon equlprnent will enable the studlos to tell technologlm 
what new products they can create Thls wlll rewlt In producb thst don't necessarily re?Iect what consumers Ilb me 
actually want, and R could result In me belng charged more money for lnbrlor fundlonallty 

if the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I w u l d  actually be lean ~lkely to make an Investment In DN-capable racehers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor davicm that limn my rlghla at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcnst flag technology for dlgnPl teIevIaIon. Think you lor your the  

Slncerely. 

Ravle Samuel 
10104 Satlnwood tlrcle 
Orlando, FL 32825 
U S A  
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October 12. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I arn,,writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged nore money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flacr mandata. I would actuallv be less likalv to - ~~~ ~ ~~. ~ ~~~~~ ~~~~~ ~~ I ~. ~~~~ ~~ 

make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will no; pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Thomas Immel 
3636 Solano live 
Richmond. CA 94805 
USA 
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October 12. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Wichael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflezt what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually b less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Steve Brvant 
952 Wemberton Drive 
Nashville. TN 37214 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Commlssloner Mkhael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 lZth Street. NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrtlng to volce my OppostlOn to any FCGmnndated adoptlon of "bmdcnst flag" technology lor dlgkal televlslon As a 
consumer and cRlzen. I reel strongly that such a pollcy wuld be bad ?or Innmt!on, consumer rlghts end the ultlmete 
adoptlon d DTV 

A robust, competkke market for consumer elemdnlcs must be rooted In manuhcturem' ablllly M Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto teatuns of DN-mceptlon cqulpment wlll enable the rtudlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In producb that don't nacessarlly reflect what consumem llke me 
actually want, and R could result In me belng charged more money ror Interlor fundlonallty 

If the FCc Issues a broadcast rlag mandate, I m u l d  actually be less llkely M malm an Investment In DN-capable recehrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmn my rlghtn at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for Ulgkal Lelevlslon Think you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Erlc Danker 
553 Wlner Bluff Or 
Fenton, MO 13026 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Commissioner Uchael J. Copps 
Federd Commwcahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washgton, D.C. 20554 

Deu Michd Copps, 

I m wnMg to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adopaon of "broadcast fl& technology for c h g d  
telensron. As a consumer and citizen, I feel swongiy that such P polqwould  be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
tights, and the ulhrnate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer deckomcr must be rootad m manufacturers' aMty to innovate for 
rhar customers. Allowng mame stuchos to veto features of DTV-rcwphon e q u i p a t  wll enable the stud~os to 
tell technolopts what new products thoy can CSCU~C. l h s  d r o d  in products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually wan4 and it could result UI ma bang charged moce money foc mfenor 
fLulChO~d1ty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actunlly be less kkdy to make an investment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wrll not pay more for demcer that h t  my nghtr at the behest of Hollyrvood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag tedylology for chgtnl &virion. ?hank you for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

Bron Rogers 
P.O. Box 462 
Alpena, AR 72611 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commhdoner MIchaeI J copps 
Fedeml Communlcatlons tommlsslon 

Washlngmn, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrttlng to vobe my OppOnklOn to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flagii technology b r  d l g h l  televlslon As a 
consumer and cklzen. I feel strongly that such a polky muld be bad for Innantlon. consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
sdoptlon of DlV  

A robust, competftlve market lor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturen' abllly M Innovate for thelr 
customem Allowlng movie Rudlos to veto hiturea of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technolegWs 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly rellect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and R could result In me belng charged more money b r  Inhrlor functlonrllty 

I l  the FCC Issues a broadcast ?lag mandate, I would sctuilly be less llkely to make an Investment In ON-capable recebrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more b r  devkes that llmn my rlghta at the behest of Hollywood Pleane do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor d l g h l  televlalon Thank you b r  your t h e  

Slncerely, 

445 12th Stmet, NW 

John Llnd 
7701 Baymesdaws t l r  West 
#I043 
Jacksonvllle, FL 32256 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adontion of "broadcast 
~ ~ 

flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually h less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

This will result in products 

Michael Wozniak 
15006 Varsity St 
Apt B 
Moorpark. CA 93021 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Michael 3 Caaos e= ~~ 

Federal Communications Commission 
1 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consuaer and citizen. I f e e l  
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a brwdcast flag mandate. I would actually be -less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the hshest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Adam Gretzinger 
1360 Howell Prairie Rd SE 
Salem. OR 97301 
USA 



October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Comrnlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
WashlngMn, D C 20554 

Dear Mlcheel Copps, 

I am wrklng to wlce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon at "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon ps a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such B pollcy would be bad (or Innantlon, consumer rlghts end the ultlmete 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competitlve market lor consumer electronlci must be rooted In manuhcturers abllky to Innovate lor thelr 
customen Alldwlng mwle studlos to vela haturea at DN-reecptlon equlpment wlll enable the dudlas to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thlr wlll rasult In products that don't neeeaarrlly reflect what coniumem I l k  me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money lor Interlor lunclianaltty 

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flaQ mandate. I w u l d  actually be less Ilksly to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor dev!ces that llmtf my rlghta et the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal telwlslon Thank you lor your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Benjamln FrantzDale 
28.33 34th St Apt E 
Sante Monlce, CA 90405 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

tommlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps, 

I am writlng to wlce my opposklon to any FCGmnndited adoptlon of "brondcist flag" technology b r  dlgttal telwlslon As a 
consumer and cklren, I feel strongly that much n polky would be bad b r  Innwatbn. cenaumar rlghb, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D W  

A robust. competklve market for conrumer electmnbr must be rooted In minuhcturen' ablllty to l n n m t e  b r  thelr 
eustornen Allowlng movle studlos to M a  features ol DW-recapton equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell technologlsts 
what new produrn they can create Thla wlll result In produets that don't needssirlly reflect what consumen I l k  me 
actually want, and R could result In me belng chargad more money lor Inlerior tunctlonalty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcaat flag mmdnts, I would ictually be l e r i  Ilkely to make an Investment In DW-capable rocebels 
and other equlpment I wlll not pny morn b r  devices Mat llmil my rlghta i t  the beheat of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d lgLI  telavblon Thank you (or your tlrna 

Slncerely, 

Davld Rogers 
1535 Herelwand Ave 
Lo9 Angeles, CA 90041 
USA 
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October I 1, 2003 

commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Fedeml Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposklon to nny FCGmandated ndoptlon ol "broadcast flag" technology for d lgh l  televlslon As a 
consumer and cklren, I feel strongly that such a polky would be bad lor Innmtlon, consumer rlghts, mnd the ultlmete 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competitke market for consumer elemonkr must be rooted In mmnuhcturen' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customen Allewlng movle studlor to veto features ol DN-receptlon equlprnent will enable ths studlos to tell technologl¶t¶ 
what new prnducta they can create Thlr will resun In products that don't nrmrrarlly reflect wnat consumem IIke me 
actually want and It could result In me belng charged mom money for lnhrlor functlanalltj 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flaQ mandate. I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recehren 
and other equipment I wlll not pay more for devkeII that llrntl my rlghts at the beheot of Hollwood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltPI blevlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely 

Fmnklln Alden 
232 S Galllngton Ave 
Baltlmore. MD 21231 
USA 



T O  Paps 1 of 1 12 4202 PM, 10111/03 5413023099 . 

Octoba I1,2003 

Comminmoner Michnel J Coppn 
Federal Ccmmunicntiotu Cornmisoinn 

Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michnel Copps, 

I m writing to voice my opposition to my FCCm&d Pdoption of "hodonrt iln# technology for Wtnl td th ion  PU P conrumu 
and ciihn, I feel strongly that mch n policy would bt bad fm h v n h ~ ,  oauumar  

A mbuat, competitive mPrket for connmu alsotrrmim mmt bt motdd in m a d n n h u d  M t y  to Lylovnte for thdr curtDmm Anowing 
movie mdios to veto fcntures of !JTV.nccptlrm qdpmcnt will mble tha rmdioi to tell tcchnOlo&b what m products they CM 

creste 
charged more money for infcrior h C t i o d i y  

If the FCC ~SNSU P bondcnat flag mmdntt, I would pcfilnlly bt lsn l h l y  to m& M hvnmnsnt in DTV.onpnble rsceivm md o h  
equipment I will not pay mare for d d c u  that Lindt my 
technology for digitnl teltvirion Thank you for your timt 

Sincerely, 

Russell H a y  
8511TimbaaroodLane 
Hnughtoa LA 71037 
USA 

445 12th StrcGf NW 

d the VltLnnte ldoptiDn of DTV 

will r e d  in products thnt don't neceiiuily reflect whst conrumen like me pduplhl want, md it could r t d t  in me bdng 

at Um behnt d Hdtjv~oeA %me do not mnndnte t u o d c w t  flag 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consuner and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag nandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit ny rights at the behest oE Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Aaron Sells 
1968 E 124th PI #3 
Cleveland, OH 44106 
USA 
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October i 1, 2003 

Commlssloner MlchPel J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlssbn 

Waahlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchsel Copps. 

I am wrttlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCGmsndated sdoptlon of "broadcast 
consumer and cnlzen. I feel strongly that such a p o k y  would be bad lor Innevstlon. consumer rlgh*l, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robuat. competRNe market O r  consumer electmnka must be matad In manuhcturen' nbllm/ to Innovate for thelr 
cuatomen Allavlng mwle studlea to veto hltures of DN-receptkm equlpmentwlll anable the atudbs (0 tell technologlsts 
what new proddu& they can create. Thls wlll rerun In praducb that don't neceamrlly reflee4 what consumen lh me 
actually wsnt, and tt could result In me belng chrwed mare money for Inhrlor f!Jn*ronelHy 

If the FCC Isauea a broadcast flag mandate I would aclually be leea llkely to make an lnveetment In DN-capable recehnrs 
and ather equlpment I wlll not pay more (or dwlcbs that llmR my rlghts at the behest o( Hollywood PIeP3e do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgttal televlslon Thank you (or your t h e  

Slncerely, 

123 Alhambra st 
San Fmnclsco, CA 94123 

445 12th Street, NW 

technology (or dlgltal televlslon As a 

Jan GoldSteln 

USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Comm~ssioner Michael J. Cows  
Federal communicahons COmmi5HOn 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Ihchael Cops ,  

I am wntmg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dad 
telension. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strondy that such ~1 pohcy would be bad for movahon, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adopbon of DTV. 

A robust compehhve marh t  for consumer electronics must be rooted m manufacturers' aMty  to innovate for 
thar mrtomers. Allowing movie studos to veto fepturss of DTV-recephon equpment wl l  enable the studros to 
tell tedrnoloasts what new products they can create. ' h s  wll result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually wmt, and it could result m me being chargnd more money for mfenor 
funchonnltty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flng mandate, I would wtudly bo less k U y  to mpke an mvestment m DTV-cnpable 
receivers and other equpment. I wll not pay more for h c e r  that h t  my +ti at the bchcst of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for drgtd televmon. 'Ihmk you for your tune. 

Sincerely, 

Chnstopher Koentz 
794 Branch Road 
Scottsdle, VA 24590 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and ths 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This vi11 result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit ry rights at the behest of Hollywmd Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

GIOVAHNI ANTONIO LO HERO 
VIA BARACCA 1 
CERDA. 90010 
Italy 



Octoba 11,2003 

CommiaPirmer Michael 1 Coppi 
Fedmnl C m u n i c a t i m  Comnhion 
445 12th skeet, Nw 
Washtqtoq D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

1 m witing to voice my opporition to any FcC-m.ndnted ndoptlon of "hndcwt 
and citizen, I feel otrongly that ouch a policy would be bnd for h v n I i a n ,  oonnunm rights. and ula dtimnta ndoption of DTV 

A robs competitive mnrket for co fwma electrrmici murt be rooted in mmufnntumm' 
movie rtudios to veto fenturei of DTY-receph equipment will enable the rmdioi to tall technologists what new products they can 
create ThL will reiult in productp that don't neceuidy  reflect what cmuumm !&e me nnnrpUY wmf and it could r e d t  in me being 
charged more money for inferior M o d i y  

If the FCC inuai P broadcart flq mandate. I would n d y  ta lens M y  to make M invmbnant In D"-capnbh reoaivsn and o h  
equipment I dl not pay m m  for dcvlcei that Lhnlt my Mtn nt the behert of Hollywood. h u m  do not mandnte h ldcwt flag 
techdogy for digitnl telcvidon The.& you for your time 

technology for wtd WcvLiDn AI P cmuumer 

to innovnte for their cultomem Allowing 

sincerely, 

OARY PAQUET 
P O  BOX1109 
Belvedere, CA 94920 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlcheel Copps, 

I am WrRlng to volce my opposkion to any FCGmandated adoptlon ol "broadcast tlag" technology for d l g h i  televlslon As a 
consumer and ctlren, I tee1 strongly that such a polley would be bad tor Innmtlon. conrumer rlghb, and the uitlmate 
adoptlon ol D N  

A robust competltbe market tor conaurner electronlcr must be rooted In manuhcturen' ablllty to l n n m t e  tor thalr 
customen Allowlng movle studlos to veto features 19 DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologltts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necersarlly Mi& whi t  consumers I l k  me 
actually wlnt. and R could result In me behg charged more money lor  In(erlor 7unctlonalkj 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast nag mandata I would actually be Ims Ilkoly to mako an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I will not pay more tor dwlces that llmtl my rlghta at Ma behest ol Hollywood. Please do not mrndate 
broadcast (lag technology tor dlgltal Mlevlelon Thank you tor your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Jullan Kongslle 
16905 NW Joscelyn St 
Beavemn, OR 97008 
USA 



October i I, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, 0 C ~ 0 5 5 4  

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposRlon to nny FCGmnndabed adoptlon d "braadcast nag" technology for dlgltu belevlalon & a 
consumer and cltlren. I feel strongly that such n poky  would be bnd lor  Inncwtlon, consumer rlghta and the ultlmnte 
adoptlon of DTJ 

A robuat. competklve market for consumer electronlcs must be Ib&d In mnnuheturers' ablltiy to InnoMta lor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle atudloo to veto features of DlV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsk 
what new products they can create Thlr wlll result In produeb that don't necessrrlly reflect what consumen llke me 
actually wnnt, and It could result In me belng Charged more money (or hferlorfunctlonnltiy 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast 7lag mandnte. they ahould put together n panel d dlelnteraated prdesslonals who wlll have 
In mlnd consume?$ rlghts as well 1s Hollywood's. P m n g  the people who trled to bnn VCR's nnd T b ' a  In chnrge of ouch 
a thlng could be devestatlng for those d us who work non-standard houm and would Ilks to be able to watch mme 
prlmeWne televlslon 

Please do not mandate broadcast flng technology lor dlgltst televlalon Think you (or your t h e  

Slncerely. 

James Kunert 
4409 Hunters Glen Dr 
Sheboygan, WI 53083 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commiss~oner Michael J. Cop9 
Federal Communications Comrmss~on 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnbng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flng" technology for dI@ 
telmsion. As a consumer and ahZen, I feel strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for mnovation, consumer 
n g h t s ,  m d  the ulhmnte ndophon of DTV. 

A robus\ compeuhve market for consumer elcctromcs must be rooted m manufachlrcrd abhty to mnovatc for 
their customers. AUowng movie studoo to veto features of DTV-reception equpment d l  enable the stud~os to 
tell technolog~str what new products they CM craate. l l u s  WIJI rasult m products that don't necersdy reflect 
what conrumerr like me actually wan\ and i t  could result m me bang chnrged more money for mfenor 
functtondity. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be lasi hkay to make an mveshnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equpment. I d not pay more for devaces that Limit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mmdate broadcast flag technology for chptnl doinion.  'Ihmk you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Davld Cash 
42564 Svdowta l  Way 
Ashbum, VA 20148 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

C o d l i o n s r  Michael J Copps 
Ped& Cmnmunicntiotu Commission 
445 12th Street. N W  
Wplhington. D C 20554 

Daw MichPel Coppr, 

I ~1 witiq to voice my opposition to any FCCrmmd.tcd pdoptioon of "brwdcmt fin# tochmbw for @tal telcvidon .b n c m m  
and citiznS I feel rtrongly that ouch n policy would bo bnd for howtion, c o m m a  +ts. md the ultimata adopion of DTV 

A roburt, competitive m d e t  for cmwmm Slectronicl mwt bc motcd in manufaohwn' 
mode rtudioo to veto fenhues of DTV-recepticm e q u i p a t  will enable the rtudiDi to tnU tcchnologlrtl what new pmductl they cm 
crcnte This will r e d  in products that don't n c c e i i d y  reflect what c o m m  likn mc nctunUy vmr& d i t  could r c d t  in mn b- 
chorgcd more money for inferior hc t ione l iv  

If the FCC Louco n brondcMt flsg mandata, I would pchlauy bo la08 &ly to mnke an hvnrbnant 
equipment I will not pny more for dcvicci that Mt my righa at the behwt of Hollywood Pleple do not mandate broadcu  tlng 
technology for &tal tclcviiion M you fcu yo' time 

to h v n t a  for th& outomsn &I+ 

DTV-cnpnbh receivm and other 

sincerely, 

Eric Bourgeob 
888 MMonchwetb Avenue 
Cambridge. MA02139 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Comrmssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Commurucnhons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am ummg to voice my opposition to my FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fl& technology for dtg~td 
telmsion. A5 a consumer and atizen, I feel strongly that such a pohcywould be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate PdophOn of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve m v h t  for consumer clectrorucs must bo rooted m manufacturers' abrLty to innovate for 
t hm customers. Allowing mome studios to veto features of DTV-reception equpmmt d enable the studros to 
tell technolopts what new products they can create. This  wdl rsgult m products that don't necesgdy reflect 
what con5umers like me actually want, and it could result m me berng chnrgud more money for inferior 
fmchonahty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flagmmdate, I would actudly be lass hkdy to make an mwihnent m DTV-capable 
recclvers and other squipment. I wll not pay more for devices that h t  my nghh at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate brodcir t  flag technology for dtgtd tclmiion. ?hank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Lester Schvass 
4038 Avery Ln. 
Bndgaton, MO 63044 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Michael 3 Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am,,writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consume* rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in m e  being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that li m i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Nathaniel Lynch 
4631 NE 5th St 
Renton, WA 98059 
USA 
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October I I, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Fedenl Communlcetlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Wsshlngton, D c 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to voles my opposklon to m y  Ftt-mandatsd a d o w n  d "broadcast flag" technology tor d lgh l  televlslon AS a 
consumer and cRIzen, I feel strongly thnt such e pallcy would be bed for Innovalon, consumsr rlghts end the ultlmate 
adoptlon d D N  

A robust, competnNe market lor consumer eleetronkr must be rocitad In minuhctunm' abllny to Innovate tor thelf 
customem Allowlng movle studlor to ve(a features d DN-recepHon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologkb 
what new products they can create Thlr wni rerult In produch that don't neesssarlly rsllect what consumen I I~G me 
actually wnnt, and It could result In me belng charged more money tor lnhrlof lunetlonalny 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable nceIVdm 
and other equlprnent I wlll not pay more lor devlcea that llmk my rlghm at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mmdete 
broadcast flsg technology for dlgltal telwlrlon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely. 

John Lourenco 
4711 S Elm Ave 
Fresno, CA 93708 
USA 
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Octoba 11,2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communicntioru CommLdDn 

W-DC 20554 

Dear Michnsl Copps. 

I m wri t iq  to voice my opposition to my FCC-mnn&ted idoptLm of '"hadcnrt W tcchndow for digitnl Wevision & n c m e r  
and ci- I feel @zoneJy that much n p o k y  would be bnd fm h v p t i m .  ommmsr Wtm. d tha Ultimnte adoption of DTv 

A r o b w  competitive market for coruumer &chOnici mwt bo mated in rnanufbtumn' nidi@ to h w t e  for thak Durtoman AUO- 
movie .tudioi to veto features of DTV-raccptlon equipnent d enable the mdh to tdl tscholo&a whnt new poductl thcy can 
crente Thin will r e d  in produd that d d t  necenuily redeci what c ~ n m m a n  lika me pctunlly want, nnd it could rerult in me be iq  
chnqed more money for inferior function&@ 

If the FCC unues n h a d c a r t  !lq mandate. I would nnhlnUy be has likely to make M invertmeat in DTy-cnpnble recQvm and other 
eqipment I will not pny more for devices that limit my *b at the behcrt of Hollywood %Me do Mt mandate brondcart tlag 
technology for digital t c l e ~ i o n  Thank you for your time 

sincaely, 

44s 12th street, w 

Jefliey Dubinsky 
16944 Apachc Dr 
Oreenwell Spriq?, LA 70739 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Comrr ione r  Wchncl J. C o p s  
Federd Comunicahons Cornas ion  
445 12th Stzeet, NW 
Waslungton, D.C. 20554 

Dear M d a e l  Coppo, 

I am wntmg to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mmdated dophon of "broadcast fl4 technology for chgd 
telension. As a consumer and CLhZm, I feel strongly that such u pohcy would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
rights, and the ulbmnte adophon of DTV. 

A robus\ compehhve market for consumer elcckomcs must be rooted in mmufacturers' aMty to umovate for 
their cuotomers. Allowmg movie stud!os to veto features of m - r e c e p h o n  e q u p e n t  -d enable the sludos to 
tell technolopts what new products &ey can crsota. -5 d result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers Lke me actually want, and it could result in me bung c h q d  more money for rnfedor 
funchondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flng mandate, I would actually be less kkely to mpke an rnvsstmmt UI DTV-capable 
receiver5 and other equipment. I wll not pay more for devices that lunit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for drgtpl tclmnon. ?hank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Mino Burgos 
1414 Everett St  
CddWd, ID 83605 
USA 


